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Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 

bill. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the United 

States Mint Numismatic Coin Clarification Act 
of 2000. The Act operates to introduce a 
‘‘technical correction’’ into the language of the 
Dollar Coin Act of 1997. The Act that we con-
sider today, will permit us to achieve the pur-
poses of the Dollar Coin Act by removing the 
requirement that newly minted dollar coins be 
composed of 90% silver and 10% copper. In-
stead, the silver/copper content requirement 
will apply only to half-dollar, quarter-dollar and 
dime coins. A dollar coin, minted in gold color-
ing with manganese-brass content will be in-
cluded with the proof sets. 

The Act also grants the Secretary of the 
Treasury the discretionary authority that he or 
she may exercise from time to time to mint 
and issue platinum bullion coins. 

In addition, Mr. Speaker, the United States 
Mint Numismatic Coin Clarification Act of 
2000, instructs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to provide periodic reports to Congress that 
will set forth the general and per-unit costs of 
production, marketing, and distribution of each 
denomination of circulating coins. 

I would add for the record that the maximum 
mintage of 1 million (1,000,000) silver proof 
sets contemplated by the Act is eagerly antici-
pated by the numismatic community and will 
be produced at the U.S. Mint in San Fran-
cisco. 

Due to the need for the correction in the 
legislative language that would be enacted by 
passage of the United States Mint Numismatic 
Coin Clarification Act of 2000, I urge my col-
leagues to support this measure as well. 

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Speaker, the bill before 
the House today, introduced by request of the 
Treasury Department, is a simple technical 
corrections bill, and does just three things. 

Most importantly, the Mint has sought lan-
guage that would excuse it from law that re-
quires it to make a silver ‘‘proof’’ version of the 
new golden one-dollar coin. It’s obvious that it 
makes no sense at all to make a silver version 
of a coin that is golden in color, but language 
left over from the time when silver-colored 
Susan B. Anthony dollar coins were being 
made would require the all-silver ‘‘proof’’ 
version. Not having this clarification has held 
up the Mint’s production of ‘‘proof’’ sets for 
collectors, and as it is illegal to produce coins 
in a year other than the one in which they are 
issued, failure to pass this bill would either re-
sult in a nonsensical ‘‘proof’’ set or no ‘‘proof’’ 
set for collectors at all this year. 

Also contained in the bill is a clarifying sec-
tion inserting the work ‘‘platinum,’’ inadvert-
ently dropped when Congress authorized the 
production of platinum and platinum bullion 
coins a few years ago, and a section calling 
for some increased reporting requirements on 
the Mint’s costs of producing, distributing and 
marketing circulating coins. 

This is a small bill, but important to the Mint 
and important to coin collectors. it has no cost 
implications whatsoever. I urge its immediate 
passage. 

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LUCAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Speak-
er, I have no further requests for time, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
LUCAS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5273. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the bill 
was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

ILLEGAL NARCOTICS AND DRUG 
ABUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MICA) is recognized for half the 
time until midnight as the designee of 
the majority leader. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
to come before the House of Represent-
atives on another Tuesday night to 
talk about one of the most serious 
problems facing our Nation and the 
American people and the United States 
Congress; and that is the problem of il-
legal narcotics and drug abuse. 

I have taken probably more than 40 
occasions, usually on a Tuesday, or at 
least once a week in the past year and 
a half plus to come before the House 
and talk about what I consider the 
most important social problem is fac-
ing our Nation. There is nothing bar an 
attack from a foreign enemy that could 
do more destruction or impose more 
tragedy upon this Nation than that 
problem of illegal narcotics. 

I took the responsibility of chairing 
the Subcommittee on Criminal Justice, 
Drug Policy, and Human Resources of 
the House of Representatives under the 
Committee on Government Reform and 
Oversight some 18 months ago; and I 
took that responsibility very seriously. 

I wish I could come before my col-
leagues tonight and say that we have 
solved this problem. I cannot as a par-
ent tell my colleagues that we have 
solved this problem. I cannot as a 
Member of Congress tell my colleagues 
that we have solved this problem. I 
cannot tell my colleagues as the chair 
of this subcommittee that we have 
solved this problem. In fact, sometimes 
I think we make a step forward, and I 
think that we take a couple steps back-
wards. 

The news, unfortunately, has been 
even more grim recently, and part of 
this, I think, is a lack of national lead-
ership and national focus. Let us face 
it, the Clinton-Gore administration has 
not been interested in addressing the 
problem of illegal narcotics. It has not 
been one of their primary concerns. 

In fact, the President of the United 
States, our leader, our Chief Executive 
only mentioned up until the passage of 
several months ago of the Colombia 
package, the war on drugs some eight 
times in 7 years. So it has not been in 
the vocabulary or part of the agenda of 
this administration. 

I do not mean that as a partisan 
statement. It is a matter of fact. This 
administration came in with a dif-
ferent agenda, with a different ap-
proach. Now, some 7 plus years later, 
we see the results. This President has 
been looking for a legacy and this Vice 
President, his companion, have a leg-
acy. That legacy is not printed by the 
media. The media will not print this 
story. But every family in America 
knows about this story. 

There is almost not a family in this 
Nation today untouched by the ravages 
of illegal narcotics. Just ask one’s son, 
one’s daughter, just ask a young child, 
and they will tell one about drugs in 
their school, drugs on their street, 
drugs in the community. Just pick up 
any newspaper. 

We have conducted dozens of hear-
ings throughout the United States, 
field hearings and here in Washington; 
and countless law enforcement officials 
came in and told us that more than 
half the crimes, in my area 60, 70 per-
cent of the crimes in my area, are re-
lated to illegal narcotics. 

I held up some 2 years ago in 1998 this 
headline from Central Florida. And I 
come from one of the most beautiful 
areas of our Nation, a Nation that is 
very vast, a Nation that has a lot of di-
versity. I come from a district that is 
truly one of the blessed in the Nation 
with high employment, one of the high-
est educated populations, highest per 
capita income, all the things that any 
Member of this Congress would like. 

This was the headline 2 years ago in 
my district: ‘‘Drug deaths top homi-
cides.’’ Drug deaths exceeded homi-
cides in my district some 2 years ago. 
I was appalled by this. That was one of 
the reasons why I took on the assign-
ment to chair the subcommittee that 
deals with our national drug policy. 

I wished I could tell my colleagues 
that this headline was limited to Cen-
tral Florida; but, Mr. Speaker, this 
headline has now spread across the Na-
tion. 

Last week I made an announcement, 
and the press did not pay any attention 
to it because they do not like to cover 
this story. They do not want to print 
anything that would reflect in any way 
badly on this administration. 

b 2300 
But this is the legacy of the Clinton- 

Gore administration when it comes to 
the biggest social problem, the biggest 
problem that is imposing death, de-
struction, tragedy, sadness beyond be-
lief to American families, and that is 
the problem of substance abuse and 
drug abuse. 
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For the first time in the history of 

our Nation, drug-induced deaths 
reached 16,926. And that is significant 
because in 1998, the last figure that we 
have for drug-induced deaths, murders 
were below that figure. 

I will never forget what a parent who 
told me about this headline when we 
held a hearing in Orlando several years 
ago. After the hearing, and seeing this 
headline, a parent said, when I said 
drug deaths top homicides, I read that, 
he came up to me afterwards and he 
said, ‘‘Mr. Mica, my son died from a 
drug overdose, and drug deaths are 
homicides.’’ 

In fact, what is absolutely appalling, 
and the media will not talk about it, is 
the murders that we see here, some 
16,914. Well, they are actually decreas-
ing, and there are reasons for that: zero 
tolerance enforcement. Rudy Giuliani’s 
program alone in New York has re-
duced the number of deaths by murder 
in his area from some 2,600, or 1,400 less 
deaths per year on average. And that is 
with Rudy Giuliani as mayor with a 
zero tolerance. 

But these deaths here, these murders, 
half of these are drug related. And if we 
added this up, we would have an abso-
lutely astounding figure. And this does 
not mention another up to 52,000, ac-
cording to the head of our Office of Na-
tional Drug Control Policy. And our 
drug czar, Barry McCaffrey, has testi-
fied before us that in fact there are 
some 52,000. If we took all of the deaths 
that are related, the deaths they do not 
want to talk about, the deaths where 
they parade all the horribles about 
weapons, for example, the biggest 
threat as far as weapons in our Nation 
to our young people in fact are illegal 
narcotics. 

Take the 6-year-old killing a 6-year- 
old. That child came from a drug-in-
fested environment. We had another 
single digit 6- or 7-year-old who went in 
with a gun, and everyone was appalled 
by the story that he had his class-
mates, and I think the teacher, on the 
floor. This individual that did that, 
when he was interviewed later, said he 
wanted to be with his mother, and his 
mother was in jail on a drug charge. 

Our Nation, our families have been 
devastated by illegal narcotics. And for 
the first time in the history of our 
country, in the history of statistic 
gathering, we have drug-induced deaths 
exceeding murder in the United States. 
And here is the chart that we can see 
from the beginning of this administra-
tion, the Clinton-Gore administration. 
And this is, fortunately, the legacy 
that will be printed in the statistical 
books. 

People will look at the Clinton-Gore 
administration; and, of course, they 
will remember the scandals. And my 
goodness, we could spend the rest of 
the night talking about the scandals of 
this administration, but this is the 
scandal of death and destruction. And 

this is repeated year after year, from 
11,000 to 13,000, to 14,000, to 15,000 and 
topping off at just about 17,000 drug-in-
duced deaths. 

And how did we get that way? Well, 
the first thing is we do not have that as 
part of our agenda. The first thing the 
administration did was to employ in 
the White House people that could not 
even pass a drug test. I remember sit-
ting in hearings, having the Secret 
Service people testify before our inves-
tigative hearings, that they could not 
institute proper checks of security of 
people who were going in the White 
House at high positions because so 
many of them had failed drug tests. 

So when we have drug users setting 
drug policy, then we end up with a re-
sult like this that the press does not 
want to talk about, the media does not 
want to talk about, and certainly those 
on the other side of the aisle do not 
want to talk about. Who would defend 
a record of death and destruction like 
this? 

Then the administration hires as the 
chief health officer of the United 
States of America, who? Joycelyn El-
ders. The most infamous health officer. 
Our surgeon general who just said to 
our kids, ‘‘Just say maybe.’’ Just say-
ing to our kids ‘‘just say maybe’’ has 
results. 

Now, of course a lot of people snicker 
about marijuana use. And the mari-
juana that we have on our streets is 
not the marijuana of the 1960s and 
1970s. This stuff has high TCL, THL 
contents, and it does a great deal of 
damage that is done to the brain, that 
is done to the body, and we know that. 
This is not the same drug that used to 
be on the streets. 

So here we have a series of drug pol-
icy setters who in the White House, we 
have a change in policy, dismantling 
what had formerly been a successful 
war on drugs. And do not tell me that 
the war on drugs cannot be a success. 
In fact, we can look at the success of 
the Bush-Reagan era, from 1985 to 1992, 
where drug use in this country was re-
duced by some 50 percent. This is what 
took place with the policy of ‘‘just say 
maybe,’’ or ‘‘If I had it to do over again 
I would inhale.’’ 

I am a parent. How do we tell our 
children not to use marijuana or some 
illegal drug when the highest elected 
official of the United States has said to 
our children, ‘‘If I had it to do over 
again, I’d inhale.’’ These kids are not 
dummies. And this is exactly what the 
kids did, they inhaled. And now we 
have up here some 47 percent of the 
students that have used marijuana. 
And this statistic has been repeated 
over and over. And not just with young 
people. Some 78 million Americans 
have used an illicit drug some time in 
their lifetime. This is according to the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services. 

This is, again, a statistic that should 
make us be concerned, because we have 

somewhere in the neighborhood of 35 to 
40 percent of our population already 
using drugs. We have a chief executive 
who employs people who use drugs in a 
policy position. We have a surgeon gen-
eral who, as part of the Clinton-Gore 
legacy, said ‘‘just say maybe.’’ These 
are the results. 

Now, some might snicker about mari-
juana. Again, we have a much more 
deadly drug on the streets now. We 
cannot snicker about the death and de-
struction. This is the headline from a 
recent newspaper, August 16, from the 
Washington Times: ‘‘The Threat of Ec-
stasy Reaching Cocaine and Heroin 
Proportions.’’ 

Some of the news that the drug czar 
recently gave to the country, along 
with Secretary of HHS, they took a 
small area of eighth grade use of mari-
juana and actually found some slight 
decline in eighth grade use of mari-
juana. With this they held a news con-
ference and said, ‘‘We are doing a great 
job; we are doing an incredible job.’’ 
What they did not tell us is that these 
kids are shifting now from marijuana, 
which maybe can be snickered at, to 
Ecstasy, which basically destroys the 
brain. It induces a Parkinson’s-like ef-
fect. It causes death and destruction. 

We are seeing death by Ecstasy, 
death by cocaine, and death by heroin 
in incredible numbers; numbers that 
we have never seen in the history of re-
cording any of this from all of our sta-
tistical gatherers. In fact, drug use in 
the United States among our youth has 
skyrocketed. In addition to marijuana, 
which the study that I reported said in-
creased from some 14 percent of the 
students who were surveyed that said 
that they currently use marijuana in 
1991, before this administration came 
into office, that number steadily rose 
to 26.7 percent in 1999, almost doubling. 
Again, a startling statistic. 

b 2310 
I want to go tonight beyond mari-

juana. I want to go to the inner-agency 
domestic heroin threat that was pre-
sented to me as chair of this sub-
committee. This was produced by the 
National Drug Intelligence Center ear-
lier this year. What it talked about is 
what is happening in the drug scene as 
they shift away from some of the soft 
drugs to the hard drugs. 

The Drug Abuse Warning Network, 
also known as DAWN, received reports 
of 20,140 drug-induced deaths in the 
United States where heroin or related 
opiates were detected from 1994 to 1998. 
During the same time span, heroin 
overdose deaths increased some 25.7 
percent. 

Again a part of the Clinton-Gore leg-
acy. You close down on the war on 
drugs, you cut the source country pro-
grams where you can cost effectively 
stop the production of illegal narcotics 
at their source. 

You want to see an astounding fig-
ure? Talk about cocaine production. 
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Where does cocaine and where does her-
oin come from? Tonight I am going to 
talk quite a bit about heroin. 

In 1992, at the beginning of the Clin-
ton-Gore administration, there was al-
most zero cocaine, zero heroin pro-
duced in Colombia. In 7 years, this ad-
ministration, through some policy de-
cisions that are as inept as anything 
that has ever been adopted by any ad-
ministration, created a production fa-
cility of heroin and cocaine, coca and 
poppy, in Colombia. 

This is the cocaine production of Co-
lombia. In 1993, almost nothing pro-
duced, almost no cocaine produced. 
This is in metric tons, 65 metric tons. 
Under President Bush and under Presi-
dent Reagan, they cut drug use by 
some 50 percent from 1985 to 1992. They 
started an Andean strategy which 
stopped drugs at their source. It was 
cost effective. They engaged the mili-
tary in surveillance, not in military ac-
tions against the drug traffickers but 
in sharing information which the Clin-
ton administration as one of their first 
steps closed down. 

This is what turned Colombia from a 
cocaine transit country where coca was 
coming from Peru and Bolivia into a 
cocaine production. Look at this pro-
duction, and it is off the charts. It is 
swarming across the United States. It 
is in Europe like it has never been. And 
it is through policies by not providing 
information sharing, by stopping 
antinarcotic equipment getting to Co-
lombia, in fact blocking it through 
policies of the United States. 

This is cocaine production. Heroin 
production. There was almost no her-
oin. The only poppies you could see 
were grown for floral bouquets before 
the Clinton-Gore policy. Zero. 

This is absolutely astounding that 
this administration, Clinton-Gore, 
could turn Colombia into the world 
supplier of heroin and poppy in 8 short 
years. And that is why this Congress 
had to pass a $1.3 billion spending bill 
to pull their cookies out of the gutter, 
so to speak, to bring this situation 
under control. 

And this production of heroin and co-
caine not only disrupted Colombia, 
which has had thousands of police, 
thousands of legislators, jurists, citi-
zens slaughtered there, but it has 
helped finance that slaughter through 
both the right wing militias and the 
left wing FARC organizations who fi-
nances their activities and their war 
and their destruction and their total 
devastation of now a region. 

It spilled over into the region which 
suddenly the President goes down for 6 
or 7 hours and takes credit for solving 
the problem. He and his policies and 
the Clinton-Gore policies created this 
situation. And I learned in one hearing 
they diverted assets passed by this 
Congress to stop illegal narcotics traf-
ficking production at their source. 
They diverted to Haiti I think some $40 

million was some of the testimony in 
their failed Haitian nation building at-
tempt, pouring money down a rat hole 
while illegal narcotics are being pro-
duced in this area. 

And do not tell me that we cannot 
stop drugs at their source, because we 
can stop drugs at their source. 

Here is the record of our spending 
programs, and we track this. I remem-
ber going down with former chair of 
the subcommittee. The gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT), who is 
now Speaker of the House, was chair of 
this subcommittee with this responsi-
bility. He and Mr. Zeliff and myself 
helped start the programs in Peru and 
Bolivia. 

If we look at coca cultivation in Peru 
and Bolivia, this chart here is Bolivia. 
Look at this, in 1995 a policy that we 
adopted, we got a few million dollars 
down there in alternative crop pro-
grams, in crop eradication of illegal 
narcotics crops. 

Here is Peru. And look at what has 
happened here. This is Colombia. This 
is the administration’s policy of stop-
ping sharing information, stopping re-
sources getting to Colombia. That is 
why we have had to spend billions of 
dollars now over a billion dollars to 
bring Colombia under control. But this 
shows you that you can stop the pro-
duction of illegal narcotics in those 
source countries and you can do it very 
cost effectively. 

Unfortunately again, with the Clin-
ton-Gore administration, the news is 
bad. They do not want to talk about it. 
The deaths again have risen to a record 
level as a result of these polls. 

This is the other chart that I contin-
ually bring out. And when I hear people 
say the war on drugs was a failure, yes, 
this is a failure in a reduction of long- 
term trends in lifetime prevalence of 
drug use. This is a failure. This is the 
50 percent reduction under the Reagan 
and Bush administration. This was a 
war on drugs, a president like Presi-
dent Bush, who found a central Amer-
ican president, a leader dealing in 
drugs, his name was Noriega in 1989. 
And what did President Bush do? He 
did not wimp out. He sent our troops in 
and they captured Noriega and they 
tried him and he sits in prison because 
he was a drug dealer dealing in death 
and destruction that was coming into 
our shores. 

This is the Clinton close-down-the- 
war-on-drugs success. You see this dra-
matic increase in every type of drugs, 
heroin, drugs that were not even on the 
chart, ecstasy, cocaine, methamphet- 
amines. 

And this is not something that I 
make up. This chart was presented by 
one of the administration’s agencies. 
We look at crack and we look at meth-
amphetamine State by State, 1992 pre-
sented by one of the administration of-
fices and agencies. In 1992, almost no 
crack, very little. You see in a couple 

of areas. In 1993, the adoption of the 
Clinton-Gore policy of just say maybe 
to illegal narcotics. Look at the 
growth here of methamphetamines, of 
crack. 

In 1994, their policy really kicks in. 
They had closed down the war on 
drugs. They slashed the interdiction 
programs. They took the Coast Guard 
out. They stopped information sharing. 
This is what you get from that policy. 

Look at 1995. Look at 1996, 1997, 1998, 
1999, the whole country. You can go 
anywhere in the United States of 
America, you can go to the West Coast 
in California where we held hearings 
and people are dying by the thousands. 
There they are abandoning their chil-
dren on methamphetamines, again a 
great legacy of this administration. 
Just say maybe. 

I heard Ralph Nader the other night. 
This guy is really out to lunch. 

b 2320 

He is trying to tell the American peo-
ple that this is just a health problem, 
that this can be treated. Ladies and 
gentlemen of the House, that is bull, 
because they tried just treating people, 
they tried a liberal policy. This is the 
result of a liberal policy. 

This is Baltimore, a great legacy. It 
probably should rank up there with the 
Clinton-Gore administration. This is a 
policy of a mayor who came in for 2 
terms. Schmoke was his name. He is 
out. Thank God that he is not in office. 
He left a legacy of death and destruc-
tion in Baltimore, a great historic city, 
wonderful people who live in Balti-
more. They managed to have the popu-
lation decline from nearly 1 million, it 
is probably below the chart we see 
here. These are the figures that were 
given to me by DEA on the deaths in 
Baltimore, where they said, ‘‘Just say 
maybe. Come and get your needles. 
Don’t enforce the drug laws. Don’t co-
operate with the high intensity drug 
traffic areas. Do drugs, it won’t hurt 
you. This is a health problem. We’ll 
treat our way out of this.’’ 

Look at the murders, steady every 
year in the 300 range. You have to re-
member, New York City with 20 times 
the population only had double the 
deaths under Rudy Giuliani who 
brought the deaths down from 2,000 to 
the mid 600 range with his policy of 
zero tolerance. With this policy of Just 
Say Maybe, Do It, death and destruc-
tion. 

Do you have any idea of how many 
people are now addicts in Baltimore? 
We held a hearing in Baltimore. One of 
the council people we had their state-
ment from the newspaper there, it was 
estimated that one in 10 are heroin or 
a drug addict in Baltimore. This is a 
legacy of a liberalized, legalized policy 
that failed. This councilwoman said 
that one in eight, her estimate is one 
in eight in the population of Baltimore 
is an addict. That is the result you get. 
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Ralph Nader can go jump in the ocean. 
This does not work. Using this model, 
we would have in our Nation one-tenth 
of the population as drug addicts, and 
you cannot treat your way out of it. 
And treatment assumes something 
very insidious. Think of treatment, my 
colleagues. Treatment means that you 
are already addicted. I defy anyone to 
show me a public program that has a 60 
to 70 percent success rate for treat-
ment of addicted people. 

There is nothing wrong with treat-
ment. I support treatment. We will 
spend every penny we can on treat-
ment. The Clinton-Gore strategy was 
just spend money on treatment. We 
went along with that and that is what 
we have done. Since 1992, this is the be-
ginning of the Clinton-Gore adminis-
tration, we spent money on treatment. 
Even the Republican Congress which 
sometimes takes a conservative ap-
proach has increased since 1995 26 per-
cent in the drug treatment area. But 
you cannot fool yourself and say you 
can treat your way out of this problem. 

What does work? I will tell you what 
does work. This is New York City. 
Look at Baltimore. We put on this 
chart the murder rate. Baltimore and 
New York City. In 1993 with Rudy 
Giuliani, this again was New York 
City. This is Baltimore. Baltimore 
stays the same. A zero tolerance pol-
icy. Rudy Giuliani’s zero tolerance pol-
icy was so successful that it has actu-
ally impacted the national murder fig-
ures. He has been so successful in New 
York City with the way he has ap-
proached this, not only in his success-
ful treatment programs which we have 
gone up to look at which are out-
standing, far better than anything in 
the country but not only have they 
tackled murders in an unbelievable 
number, look at the seven major felony 
categories. If you feel like you are 
trapped in your home, fellow Ameri-
cans and my colleagues, behind bars 
because of crime, just look at a zero 
tolerance policy, from 429,000 in seven 
major felonies, they were murder, rob-
bery, rape, first-degree felonious as-
sault, burglary, grand larceny, grand 
larceny auto, look at the reduction, 
from 429,000 to 212. 

They will tell you that Rudy Giuliani 
was brutal, that there were acts by the 
police department that were harsh and 
that they went after minorities and 
Rudy Giuliani was a bad guy. That is 
also bull. That ranks in the Ralph 
Nader category. This is a liberal twist-
ing of the facts, in fact. Let me just 
cite what our subcommittee found. The 
New York City police department at 
the same time as this zero tolerance 
policy was instituted was one of the 
most restrained large police agencies 
in the Nation. For example, the num-
ber of fatal shootings by police officers 
in 1999, 11, was the lowest year for any 
year since 1993, the first year for which 
records were available, and far less 

than the 41 that took place, and they 
do not want to talk about this in the 
previous Democrat administrations, 
the 41 that took place in 1990. More-
over, the number of rounds inten-
tionally fired by police declined by 50.6 
percent since 1993 in New York City. 
And the number of intentional shoot-
ings by police dropped some 66 percent, 
while the number of police officers ac-
tually increased by about 38 percent, 
37.9 percent. So Rudy Giuliani put in 
more police, and they had less inci-
dence of firing. 

What about complaints about offi-
cers? Specifically in 1993, there were 
212 incidents involving officers in in-
tentional shootings. In 1994 there were 
167. In 1998 it was down to 111. In David 
Dinkins’ last year in office in 1993, 
there were 7.4 shooting incidents per 
thousand officers. That ratio is now 
down in New York City under Giuliani 
to 2.8 shootings per thousand officers. 
The statistics go on to support my 
point. 

f 

THREATS TO OUR NATIONAL 
SOVEREIGNTY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
METCALF) is recognized for the remain-
ing time until midnight. 

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Florida. 

ILLICIT DRUGS 
Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 

gentleman very much for yielding. 
Again, I just want to conclude by 

saying that we cannot forget the leg-
acy, the true legacy of this administra-
tion. It is a sad legacy. This is not a 
partisan statement. I feel I would be 
here regardless of what party was in 
power making this speech because this 
is one of the most important chal-
lenges facing this Nation. Some serious 
mistakes have been made. We have re-
peatedly asked the administration not 
to take the course they have taken re-
lating to the national drug policy. We 
have seen a failure that has resulted in 
death and destruction across our Na-
tion. We are going to have to pick this 
up, whoever the next leader of our 
country is, whoever the next leaders in 
Congress are. But certainly we should 
learn by these mistakes. 

These are not fudged figures. In fact 
almost all of these charts and informa-
tion have been given to me by the ad-
ministration. 
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But unless we address this in a seri-
ous fashion, unless we learn by these 
mistakes, unless we try to bring the 
most serious social problem our Nation 
has ever faced under control, we will 
continue to see death and destruction, 
there will be no family spared in Amer-
ica. The pain will not be just in quiet 

deaths across this Nation, but it will be 
in tragedies of lives destroyed by ille-
gal narcotics and drugs. 

So I hope to work with the next ad-
ministration. I hope to work with the 
leaders of the next Congress. We may 
have one more shot at a special order 
to bring this to the attention of the 
Nation and the Congress and I am 
hopeful even in these last few days that 
will make a difference, that we will not 
repeat the mistakes and we can do a 
better job. There are so many people 
counting on us, especially people whose 
lives have been ravaged by illegal nar-
cotics. 

Mr. Speaker, I am so pleased to 
thank the gentleman from Washington 
(Mr. METCALF) for yielding me the time 
and also for the patience of the staff 
who have worked with me during these 
many special orders to bring the sub-
ject I hold near and dear to my heart, 
illegal narcotics, to the attention of 
the Congress and the American people. 

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, I have 
spoken before on the absolute necessity 
of maintaining U.S. sovereignty in 
every area stated by our Constitution. 
We must be ever alert to threats to our 
sovereignty. That is our responsibility 
and it is the theme of my message to-
night. 

During 1969, C.P. Kindelberger wrote 
that, ‘‘The nation-state is just about 
through as an economic unit.’’ He 
added, ‘‘The world is too small. Two- 
hundred thousand ton tank and ore 
carriers and airbuses and the like will 
not permit sovereign independence of 
the nation-state in economic affairs.’’ 

Before that, Emile Durkheim stated, 
‘‘The corporations are to become the 
elementary division of the State, the 
fundamental political unit. They will 
efface the distinction between public 
and private, dissect the Democratic 
citizenry into discrete functional 
groupings which are no longer capable 
of joint political action.’’ Durkheim 
went so far as to proclaim that through 
corporations’ scientific rationality 
‘‘will achieve its rightful standing as 
the creator of collective reality.’’ 

There is little question that part of 
these two statements are accurate. 
America has seen its national sov-
ereignty slowly diffused over a growing 
number of international governing or-
ganizations, that is IGOs. The WTO, 
the World Trade Organization, is just 
the latest in a long line of such devel-
opments that began right after World 
War II. But as the protest in Seattle 
against the WTO ministerial meeting 
made clear, the democratic citizenry 
seems well prepared for joint political 
action. 

Though it has been pointed out that 
many protesters did not know what the 
WTO was and much of the protest itself 
entirely missed the mark regarding 
WTO culpability in many areas pro-
claimed, yet this remains a question of 
education and it is the responsibility of 
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